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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the abstract is more than 
150 words in length. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1, 2, 3, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Abboud et al (WO 01/371163). 

Claims 1, 2, 3, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 14, 15: Abboud et al (hereinafter Abboud) 
discloses a cocktail table chassis (Figs. 1,2,4-7), two or more display screens facing 
generally upward for viewing by two or more players seated at the cocktail table. 
Abboud also discloses a master game controller that is connected to each of the display 
screens (page 9:16 - 21). Abboud discloses that game machine consists of exactly two 
display screens (Figs 1 , 2 and 4 - 7). Abboud discloses that the display screens may 
be used in conjunction with touch screens, wherein it is notoriously well known that 
touch screens commonly overlay the display screen of a gaming machine (page 5:1 - 
4). Abboud discloses a credit device mounted in the game machine chassis (Pages 5:9 
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- 1 5). Abboud discloses that the gaming machine comprises a monolithic tabletop that 
encloses the player interfaces (page 4:12 - 15). Abboud discloses that the gaming 
machine may comprise wireless input devices such as smart card reader (Abboud page 
4:16 - 20, page 5:9 - 18, page 8:17 - 27). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Abboud etal (WO 01/371163) as applied above and in view of Minami (WO 

02/099479 A2). 

Claim 4: Abboud discloses a gaming table as discussed above. However 
Abboud does not specifically disclose the use of an image redirector sheet that is 
disposed on the display screens. However, Abboud discloses the use of display 
screens that are mounted within a game table housing wherein players sit in close 
proximity (Abboud Fig 7). Minami discloses a louver film that is adhered to the surface 
of the liquid crystal display and it functions as an optical filter, which prevents 
unnecessary exit of light beams and guards against privacy (Minami page 3:22 - 28). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Abboud in view of 
Minami to provide an image redirect sheet upon the display screens. This would enable 
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a player to have a sense of privacy when playing a game due to the fact that the display 
image can be directly projected to the player and not displayed to others. 

Claims 6 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Abboud etal (WO 01/371163) in view of Storch (US 2006/0177109). 

Claims 6 and 13: Abboud does not specifically disclose the use of biometric 
identification devices that are connected to the gaming machine. However, Storch 
discloses a gaming machine that has biometric devices that are mounted inside of the 
table. Storch discloses that the biometric devices may consist of many different types to 
identify a player such as iris, fingerprint, voice, heart beat, electrical, magnetic, krillian, 
and the like, and suitable optical apparatus, or other specialized apparatus (Storch par 
0065). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Abboud in view of 
Storch to include a means to identify players by means of biometric scanners. Storch 
discloses that the use of biometric security measures make the detection of known 
cheats, and other undesirable players easier and the casino can be alerted and have 
them reported to the desired authorities (Storch par 0031 ). 

Claims 11 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Abboud et al (WO 01/371 163). 

Claims 11 and 12: Abboud discloses the use of a monolithic tabletop covering 
that is made of a transparent or translucent material such as plastic. It would be 
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obvious in view Abboud to specify that the covering be made of glass. Glass is also 
transparent or translucent and would provide and equally effective means for protecting 
the game machine from contamination. It would also be obvious to make the monolithic 
sheet at least Vz inch in thickness due to the fact that the game is a tabletop game 
wherein player's will more than likely be leaning on the table with the body. This 
tabletop sheet would thus need to be thick enough to withstand many players leaning 
on the table. 

Claims 16 - 21, 23 - 32, 36 - 39, 40 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Abboud etal (WO 01/371163) as applied above 
and in view of Minami (WO 02/099479 A2). 

Claims 16 - 21, 40 and 41: Abboud et al (hereinafter Abboud) discloses a 
cocktail table chassis (Abboud Figs. 1, 2, 4 - 7), two or more display screens facing 
generally upward for viewing by two or more players seated at the cocktail table. 
Abboud also discloses a master game controller that is connected to each of the display 
screens (Abboud page 9:16-21). Abboud discloses that game machine consists of 
exactly two display screens (Abboud Figs 1 , 2 and 4 - 7). Abboud discloses that the 
display screens may consist of LCD's (Abboud page 7:27 - 27). Abboud discloses that 
the display screens may be used in conjunction with touch screens, wherein it is 
notoriously well known that touch screens commonly overlay the display screen of a 
gaming machine (Abboud page 5:1 - 4). Abboud discloses a credit device mounted in 
the game machine chassis (Abboud Pages 5:9 - 15). Abboud discloses that the 
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gaming machine comprises a monolithic tabletop that encloses the player interfaces 
(page 4:12-15). Abboud discloses that the gaming machine may comprise wireless 
input devices such as a smart card reader (Abboud page 4:16 - 20, page 5:9 - 18, 
page 8:17 - 27). Abboud does not specifically disclose the use of an image redirector 
sheet that is disposed on the display screens. However, Abboud discloses the use of 
displays screen that are mounted within a game table housing wherein players sit in 
close proximity (Abboud Fig 7). Minami discloses a louver film that is adhered to the 
surface of the liquid crystal display and it functions as an optical filter, which prevents 
unnecessary exit of light beams and guards against privacy (Minami page 3:22 - 28). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Abboud in view of 
Minami to provide an image redirect sheet upon the display screens. This would enable 
a player to have a sense of privacy when playing a game due to the fact that the display 
image can be directly projected to the player and not displayed to others. 

Claims 36 - 39: Abboud does not specifically disclose the use of lights that are 
synchronized with the game of chance. However the Examiner is taking the position 
that it is notoriously well known in the gaming industry to use lights that activate in 
synch with games of chance. The LCD screen display of Abboud can by itself be 
considered a light or light source. Abboud discloses the use of game machine that uses 
speakers (Abboud page 5:7 - 8) 
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Claim 22 and 33 - 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Abboud et al (WO 01/371 1 63) in view of Storch (US 
2006/0177109). 

Claim 22 and 33 - 35: Abboud does not specifically disclose the use of 
biometric identification devices that are connected to the gaming machine. However, 
Storch discloses a gaming machine that has biometric devices that are mounted inside 
of the table. Storch discloses that the biometric devices may consist of many different 
types to identify a player such as iris, fingerprint, voice, heart beat, electrical, magnetic, 
krillian, and the like, and suitable optical apparatus, or other specialized apparatus 
(Storch par 0065). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Abboud in view of 
Storch to include a means to identify players by means of biometric scanners. Storch 
discloses that the use of biometric security measures make the detection of known 
cheats and other undesirable players easier and the casino can be alerted and have 
them reported to the desired authorities (Storch par 0031). 

Claims 42 - 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Abboud et al (WO 01/371163) in view of Mages (US 2003/0031321) in view of 
Bradley et al (US 2003/0046555). 

Claims 42 - 49: Abboud et al (hereinafter Abboud) discloses a cocktail table 
chassis (Abboud Figs. 1, 2, 4 - 7), two or more display screens facing generally upward 
for viewing by two or more players seated at the cocktail table. Abboud also discloses a 
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master game controller that is connected to each of the display screens (Abboud page 
9:16-21). Abboud discloses that game machine consists of exactly two display 
screens (Abboud Figs 1 , 2 and 4 - 7). Abboud discloses that the display screens may 
consist of LCD's (Abboud page 7:27 - 27). Abboud discloses that the display screens 
may be used in conjunction with touch screens, wherein it is notoriously well known that 
touch screens commonly overlay the display screen of a gaming machine (Abboud 
page 5:1 -4). Abboud discloses a credit device mounted in the game machine chassis 
(Abboud Pages 5:9 - 15). Abboud discloses that the gaming machine comprises a 
monolithic tabletop that encloses the player interfaces (page 4:12-15). Abboud 
discloses that the gaming machine may comprise wireless input devices such as smart 
card reader (Abboud page 4:16 - 20, page 5:9 - 18, page 8:17 - 27). However Abboud 
does not disclose the use of a using a smart card device that communicates player 
information such a stored biometric information and credit information to determine if the 
scanned biometric data matches the stored biometric data that is associated with a 
players game account before the game is presented. Abboud further does not disclose 
the providing of biometric prompts if further authentication criteria upon is required. 
Abboud does not disclose that the authentication criteria includes a threshold of game 
credits. However, Mages discloses a system of remote gaming wherein the player is 
issued a smart card. The smart card may store financial information such as the amount 
of money, value or credits stored (Mages par 0025). Mages discloses that the smart 
card can also store biometric information such as fingerprint or retina images, as well as 
user passwords that are also used in the authentication process. Mages discloses that 
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the user's gaming activities can be limited based upon the authentication of the 
biometric data or the smart card possessing a certain threshold of credits (Mages par 
0029 - 0030). Bradley et al discloses a method of using at least a two tiered 
authentication process using biometric data stored on a smart card or token. Bradley 
discloses that a token or smart card device stores biometric data such as retina or 
fingerprint images (Bradley par 0019, 0023). The user desiring access to a particular 
account must insert the token or smart card, and is prompted to provide biometric input 
such as their fingerprint. The system then authenticates this information by determining 
if there is a match (Bradley par 0027 - 0029). If authentication is successful, the user 
may then be prompted to supply further information by means of their smart card or 
token, thus facilitating a second tier or layer of authentication (Bradley par 0031 - 34). 
Once the authentication criteria is verified as authentic, the player is allowed access to 
their designated account (Bradley par 0012). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Abboud in view of 
Mages and in view of Bradley to provide a player tracking card or smart card that 
provides a means to enable a multiple tiered verification process of player biometrics 
that thus verify if a player may or may not play a given game at a game terminal. 
Mages discloses the need to provide a more secure gaming system that prevents 
unauthorized use of the gaming device and the player's account (Mages par 004 - 005). 
Bradley teaches that the incorporation of multiple biometrics to verify a users identity 
provides a more secure authentication process for today's highly diverse and ever 
expanding financial transactions (Bradley par 0008). 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ross A. Williams whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
591 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Xuan Thai can be reached on (571) 272-7147. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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